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ABSTRACT 

Consisting primarily of data tables and charts, this 
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FTE generation at HCC are for college credit; (2) college credit 
courses have had a greater enrolled class size than noncredit 
classes; (3) though sporadic, growth at HCC has been fueled primarily 
by evening classes; (A) generally, student FTE*s increase in response 
to increases in course offerings; (5) HCC is located close to the 
highest growth areas in Orange and Seminole counties; (6) while the 
lower income areas of Orange county may resemble the more traditional 
sources of community college students, such areas have a much smaller 
population than their Seminole county equivalents, and targeting 
these Orsiige county areas may limit enrollment growth potential; (7) 
over 25X of HCC enrolled students are attending on a full-time basis 
and are enrolled in college-credit courses; (8) approximately 50% of 
HCC students also attend SCC; (9) in all typ*s of courses, HCC 
students generated more FTE at HCC than at SCC; (10) the majority of 
HCC college credit end college preparatory students enrolled 
exclusively in evening classes, while the majority of continuing 
education and vocational/technical students enrolled exclusively in 
day classes; and (11) ths HCC student body has a greater percentages 
of white students than SCC. (PAA) 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
PART I 

- Hunt Club in number of courses, students, and FTE generation is 
predominately college credit, 

- College credit courses have been more successful in percentage 
that run and in enrolled class size. 

- Primarily fueled by evening credit classes, Hunt Center growth 
has been sporadic. 

- Generally, FTE increased in response to increased course 
offerings. 

PART II 

- Hunt Club Center is positioned close to the highest growth areas 
in Orange and Seminole counties. 

- The lower income Orange county areas may resemble the more 
traditional sources of community college students. However these 
tracts have a much smaller population than their Seminole County 
equivalents and may limit growth potential. 

PART III 

- HC has primarily college credit and college preparatory 
enrollments, with over one-fourth full-time college-credit 
students . 

- Around 50% of the college credit and college preparatory students 
attend both Hunt Club and the main campus. 

- HC students in all course types earn more FTE at HC than at main 
campus . 

- A very small percentage of adult/continuing ed and 
vocational/ technical students attend both campuses. 

- Majority of College credit/college preparatory students enrolled 
exclusively in evening classes. 

- Majority of adult/continuing ed and vocational/ technical students 
enrolled exclusively in day classes, many of the 
vocational/tecnical students v^j.e older women. 

- Larger white HC student population and fewer blacks and Spanish, 
percentage--wise, than SCC as a whole. 

- HC student females outnumber males by a higher percentage than 
SCC as a whole. 



PART I 

COURSE OFFERINGS AND FTE PRODUCTION 



FORWARD 



The following represents a summary of the enrollment patterns at 
the Hunt Club Center. It is based on class enrollment files 
accessed in February of 1992 which display class enrollments back 
to Term III of 1986-87. ( The Center opened in Term II of 86-87.) 
It should be remembered that any changes made to these files since 
86-87 will be reflected in this data and make the data slightly 
different from the original information. For the purposes of this 
work, though, the analysis represents an accurate portrayal 
of enrollment history. 

The data presented in this study reflects four full year's 
experience at the Center plus a portion of 91-92 (through February 
4, 1992). It is anticipated that this work will be followed up by 
a demographic analysis. 
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SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS 



- Four course types have been offered at the Hunt Club Center: 
College Credit, College Preparatory, Adult Continuing 
Education, and Vocation/Technical, 

- The total number of courses initially offered at the Center 
in the period from 1987-88 to 1990-91 has a range of 367 to 
425, In 1991-92 the number offered as of February 4, 1992 was 
407, a drop from the 1990-51 figure of 425. (Although the number 
may rise by the end of the report year.) (see table 2) 

~ College Credit courses as of February 1992 represent over 70% 
of the FTE produced at the Center which has grown steadily from 
a low of 58% in 1988-89. The dominance of College Credit is more 
striking with evening courses as opposed to day. (see table 4) 

~ The tendency has been to increase the number of College Credit 
courses initially offered each year relative to the other course 
types, particularly in evening classes/Fall terms, (see table 3) 

- From 1987-88 to 1989-90, when there have been more initial course 
offerings, the final FTE generated has also increased. This did 
not occur in 1990-91, or thus far in 1991-92, although the impact 
of the number of offered courses on FTE production and course 
cancellation will not be clear until the end of '91-92. (see 
table 1) 

- In* only two of the five years examined have the number of initial 
day course offerings or evening course offerings increased over 
the previous year, (see table 1) 

- Despite fluctuations in number of course offerings and FTE output 
at the Hunt Club, its yearly FTE as a percentage of the total FTE 
of sec has remained relatively constant at the 5% range 

after the first full year of operation (starting in '88-89.) 
(see table 1) 

- Discounting College Prep (which represents only a small number of 
courses taught at the Center), from 1989-90 to present , College 
Credit courses run in the evening have had the highest percentage 
of courses offered that ran. (see table 2) 

- Discounting College Prep (which represents only a r^mall number of 
students), from 1987-88 to present College Credit has had a 
larger percentage of enrolled over potential students in evening 
courses relative to the other course types, (see table 5) 

- After the initial year of 1987-88, the cost per FTE has decreased 
through 1989-90, but increased in 1990-91. When available, the 
1991-92 cost data will indicate whether this rise is a trend, 
(see table 6) 
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OBSERVATIONS 



The Hunt Club Center, since its inception, appears to have been 
fueled by evening Credit Courses. The growth has been somewhat 
sporadic as opposed to a straight linear increase . With the 
exception of 1990-91, the Center has increased FTE in response to 
increased courr^e offerings. The demographic portion of the 
analysis should provide additional information. 
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Table 6 



HUNT CLUB 
FTE/COST SHEET 





PTE (TOTftl) • 




COST 






- COST fTE 


YEAR 




PERSOHKEL 


CURR EXP. 


CfiPITflL 


TOTfiL 




87-88 


183.12 


229812 


107985 


3162 


340959 


1861.9 


88-89 


276.12 


247633 


139394 




38702? 


1401.7 


8?-?0 


326.85 


255174 


148596 


2089 


405859 


1241.7 


90-?l 


304.15 


235881 


157060 


6020 


398961 


13!!.? 


91-92 


303.34 




HOT YET fiVftlLflBLE 








(THRU 2-4-92) 













• BftSEO OH REPORT YEftR TERI1 3 SUmER THRU TERU 2 ylHTER 

BftSED ON FISCAL YEftR JULY 1- JUHE 30 ftNO INCLUDES ONLY THOSE COSTS FOUND IK HUKT CHI8 COST 



PART II 
HUNT CLUB AREA DEMOGRAPHICS 



SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS 



The following represents an analysis of the population areas in 
Seminole and Orange counties that surround the Hunt Club Satellite 
Center. The data are represented in census tracts {the smallest 
divisions for which such information is available) cross walked to 
zip codes and towns. The source of the information is the Market 
Profile Analysis prepared by Donnelley Marketing Information 
Services in 1990 and is based on 1990 estimates as opposed to 
actual 1990 Census data. We estimate the error factor to be slight. 

The map representation displays the census tracts surrounding Hunt 
Club in the form of a rectangle enclosing parts of Seminole and 
Orange. Chart 1 contains the data for the Seminole target tracts 
and is followed by Chart 2 vhich describes the characteristics of 
all of the 45 Seminole County Tracts. In the same way. Chart 3 
lists the Orange County Tracts in question and is followed by Chart 
4 containing all of the Orange County tracts. The following points 
can be made relative to the data: 

Relative to Seminole and Orange 

(1) While both the surrounding Orange and Seminole county 
populations share the same age range { median age of approximately 
30 1980) the median household income of the Seminole tracts in 1990 
was higher than the Orange county ones. In addition, while the 
target tracts in both counties had high growth rates between 1980 
and 90, the high growth tracts in Seminole had substantially larger 
populations than the high growth ones in Orange (see Charts 1 and 
3)- 

Seminole County Specifically 

(2) 3 of the 4 Seminole county census tracts surrounding Hunt Club 
were in the top 20% of all Seminole census tracts showing growth 
between 1980 and 1990 (see Chart 1 and Chart 2). 

(3) 2 of the 4 target tracts were within the top 10% of median 
household income for all Seminole tracts in 1990(see Chart 1 and 
Chart 2) . 

(4) 3 of the 4 surrounding tracts were within the top 20% of 1980 
median age for all Seminole tracts (see Chart 1 and Chart 2). 

Orange County Specifically 

(5) 6 of the 10 Orange county census tracts surround? g Hunt Club 
were in the top 20% of all Orange census tracts s- ing growth 
between 1980 and 1990(see Chart 3 and Chart 4). 

(6) The 6 high growth census tracts were in the top 40% of median 




household income for all Orange tracts in 1990(see Chart 3 and 
Chart 4 ) • 

(7) The 6 high growth census tracts were within the top 20% of 1980 
median age for all Orange tracts)see chart 3 and Chart 4). 



Observations 

The Hunt Club Satellite Center is positioned close to the highest 
growth areas in Orange and Seminole counties (1980-90). From a 
community college marketing standpoint, the lower income. Orange 
county areas adjoining Hunt Club may resemble the more traditional 
source of community college students. However these tracts have a 
much smaller population than their Seminole county equivalents and 
may therefore limit growth potential. 



CHART 1 



SEMIKOLE COUmf CEHSUS TRACTS SURROUNDING HUNT CLUB 



TRACT 



TOHN 



% RANK OF MEDIAN HOUSE- 
ZIP POPULATION INC REL HOLD IKCOttE 
INCREASE TO CTTHER 1990 1990 
80-90 TRACKS(45) POPULATION MEDIAN 



MEDIAN 
RANK 



AGE 
1980 
MEDIAN 



RANK 



(216,07) 

(216.08) 
216.03 ALTAMONTE SPG 
ALTAMONTE SPG 
APOPKA 
LONGHOOD 
LONGHOOD 



32701 
32714 
32703 
32750 
32779 



129% 



19578 



46031 



31 



(216.04) 

(216.05) 

(216.06) 
216.02 ALTAMONTE SPG 
ALTAMONTE SPG 
APOPKA 
APOPKA 
CASSELBERRY 
LONGiKCD 
LONGHOOD 



32701 
32714 
32703 
32712 
32708 
32750 
32779 



95*< 



10 



23818 



60169 



31 



(217. U4) 
(217.03) 
217.01 ALTA11GNTE SPG 

ALTAMONTE SPG 

APOPKA 

APOPKA 



32701 
32714 
32703 
32712 



127% 



11772 



38760 



15 



32 



217.02 ALTAflONTE SPG 
ALTAttONTE SPG 
MAITLAND 
ORLANDO 
ORLANDO 
ORLANDO 



32701 

32714 

32751- 

32809- 

32810- 

32824- 



15% 



30 



9586 



37362 



16 



27 



13 



"Reflects Seminole County residerf.es ujith Orange County Zip Codes 
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CHMT 2 



SEMINOLE 









ttEDIftN 




MEDIAN 




CENSUS 


PERCENT 




HOUSE 




1980 




TRftCK INCREASE 


RANK 


INCOtlE 


Rank 


AGE 


RANK 


213.01 


192% 


1 


61761 


2 


33 


7 


208.01 


182% 


c 


36173 


17 


35 


5 


208.02 


138% 


3 


40155 


11 


30 


10 


215.01 


libi 


4 


74623 


1 


32 


8 


21b. Ui 


1 OCK. 

12^4 


5 


46031 


6 


31 


9 


21/. 01 


1 OT* 

127% 


6 


38760 


15 


32 


8 


01 A no 
214. U2 


IIK 


7 


40348 


10 


30 


10 


214.01 


1 1 n* 
110* 


8 


38985 


14 


30 


10 


2U1.U1 




9 


12830 


43 


42 


3 


21D.U2 


nc*. 


10 


60169 


4 


31 


9 


01 0 m 


Ql?^ 
yi^o 


11 


32080 


23 


35 


5 


ccc . Uc 


ft4- 


12 


43665 


8 


33 


7 


clc . Uc 


ftn?^ 
ou* 


13 


31190 


25 


33 


7 




/ J» 


14 


12353 


44 


23 


14 


991 n9 


/3* 


15 


41240 


9 


30 


10 


ono 


0/ > 


16 


29790 


27 


29 


11 


91*^ 




17 


32686 


22 


35 


5 


91 Q ni 


Do* 


18 


39087 


13 


34 


6 


9in 




19 


27830 


31 


33 


7 


91ft ni 


*iO* 


20 


44905 


7 


34 


6 






21 


28520 


29 


36 


4 


907 


n*i* 


22 


35121 


19 


33 


7 


91^ 


*14> 


23 


33160 


21 


34 


6 


911 


d% 


24 


13200 


42 


27 


13 


ofiQ no 


3D* 


25 


25000 


33 


31 


9 


01 Q C\A 


07^ 
2/ i 


26 


61403 


3 


34 


6 


01 no 

cIj .Uc 


078^ 
c/* 


27 


33202 


20 


27 


13 


01 Q ni 

21j. Ul 




28 


49058 


5 


31 


9 


oon ni 

^idU.Ul 


24* 


29 


18826 


38 


28 


12 


01 7 no 


1 


30 


37362 


16 


27 


13 


ono m 

2uy.ui 


12* 


31 


24798 


35 


28 


12 


ono no 

2U2. U2 


lu- 
ll* 


32 


24959 


34 


29 


11 


001 m 
221 .Ul 


9* 


33 


24762 


36 


35 


5 


203.02 


9% 


34 


25275 


32 


31 


9 


213.02 


9% 


35 


25275 


32 


32 


8 


218.02 


5% 


36 


29241 


28 


32 


8 


219.02 


5% 


37 


15966 


41 


32 


8 


203.01 


3% 


38 


28057 


30 


43 


2 


220.02 


3% 


39 


35553 


18 


35 


5 


202.01 


1% 


40 


21744 


37 


47 


1 


204.01 


0% 


41 


17374 


40 


29 


11 


201.02 


-10% 


42 


18550 


39 


33 


7 


204.02 


-14% 


43 


31666 


24 


28 


12 


220.03 


-17% 


44 


39483 


12 


34 


6 


222.01 


-18% 


45 


30839 


26 


35 


5 



33623.44 32.35555 
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CHART 3 



ORANGE COUKTY CEfi'SUS TRACTS SURR0UKDIN6 HUNT CLUB 



TRACT TOWN 



177 APOPKA 



^ RANK OF 

ZIP POPULATION INC REL 

INCREASE TO OTHER 1990 

80-90 TRftCKS(117) POPULATION 



32703 
3271? 



92 



18 6996 



MEDIAN HOUSE- 
HOLD INCOME AGE 
1990 MEDIAN 1980 
MEDIAN RANK MEDIAN 

32065 49 32 



RANK 
20 



178.03 APOPKA 



32703 
32712 



8958 



31494 52 27 



25 



176 APOPKA 



32703 
32712 



34% 



38 7101 



18339 107 24 



28 



175.02 APOPKA 



32703 
32712 



108% 



14 8120 



28849 64 29 23 



175.01 APOPKA 
ORLANDO 



32703 
32818 



36% 



37 4521 



21557 95 25 27 



178.02 APOPKA 

PLYMOUYH 
151.01 ORLANDO 



32703 
32712 
32768 

32808 
32810 
32919 



100% 



66% 



15 3632 



24 9748 



35128 36 35 



17 



32178 47 30 22 



151.02 ORLANDO 



APOPKA 



32809 
32818 
32808 
32810 
32703 



85% 



19 4770 



27527 71 30 22 



152.01 ORLANDO 32810 

ALTArtONTE SPRINGS 32714- 

ORLANDO 32805 

HAITLAND 32751 



37% 



36 2883 



29482 60 30 22 



155.01 ttAITLAND 



32751 



-2% 



60 4001 



44614 12 34 18 



•Reflects Orange County residences with Altanonte Springs Z^p Code 
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CHART 4 



ORftNGE 









MEDIAN 




MEDIAN 




CENSUS 


PERCENT 




HOUSE 




1980 




TRftCK INCREASE 


RANK 


INCOttE 


RANK 


AGE 


RANK 


IMO.Uj 




1 


51116 


7 


31 


21 


1 7n 
1 /u 




2 


37236 


28 


28 


24 


l*tD .u^ 




3 


30632 


56 


26 


26 


171 n? 


9^49- 

C JT* 


4 


40784 


18 


34 


18 


iP»4 ni 


pnft?- 

cUO> 


5 


32119 


48 


26 


26 


1 7A 


i7n^ 
1 /u^ 


6 


39050 


23 


30 


22 


1P.7 ni 

ID/ . Ul 


lDc> 


7 


38185 


25 


29 


23 


l*iO . Ui 


147^ 


8 


18679 


106 


32 


20 


17ft 

I/O, U3 


1 ?7?' 
Ic/ ^ 


9 


31494 


52 


27 


25 


1"^^ ni 




10 


27768 


67 


28 


24 


i^f^ ni 

l^D . Ul 




11 


36623 


30 


29 


23 


1P.7 

ID/ . Uc 


1 1 ft5^ 


12 


32974 


42 


26 


26 


ID^ .U^ 


1 1 

llD-i 


13 


36299 


32 


28 


24 


i/j.UC. 


1 nft?- 


14 


28849 


64 


29 


23 


170 ftO 


1 nn^ 


15 


35128 


36 


35 


17 




005- 


16 


43375 


13 


33 


19 






16 


26156 


74 


36 


16 


IC7 Ayl 

Id/ .U^ 




17 


38682 


24 


31 


21 


if I 


^ci 


18 


32065 


49 


32 


20 






19 


27527 


71 


30 


22 


ICC AO 




19 


24860 


80 


24 


28 


itc ni 
ibb.Ul 


TC^ 


20 


21666 


94 


24 


28 


IbU 


7^ 

/3* 


21 


25143 


79 


26 


26 


ic,7 n*5 

ID/ .Uo 




22 


34312 


36 


30 


22 


1 7"a 
1/J 


D/> 


23 


21849 


93 


30 


22 


it;i ni 
1j1 .Ul 


DD'i 


24 


32178 


47 


30 


22 


14Q Ciy 

iiy . Uc 


00 • 


24 


27941 


66 


33 


19 


1ft4 
llrl 




25 


10663 


115 


26 


26 


1^4 01 
1 j*i . Ul 


Jji 


26 


30748 


54 


27 


25 


iUD 


*;41 


27 


13017 


113 


28 


24 


ijj . Uc 


4f»l 
*iD* 


28 


21959 


91 


23 


29 




4^1 


29 


34933 


37 


31 


21 


Ic^ 


44^ 


30 


37773 


27 


28 


24 


10c 




31 


29413 


61 


33 


19 


147 
i*f / 


4?^ 

TC^ 


32 


22278 


89 


27 


25 


i4fk ni 


41t 

11* 


33 


23791 


84 


21 


30 


14Q ni 


41?- 

Tl « 


33 


33592 


40 


31 


21 


I'^R ni 

1 JQ. Ul 




34 


64082 


3 


40 


12 


157.02 


m 


3S 


48113 


9 


37 


15 


152.01 


yn 


36 


29482 


60 


30 


22 


171.01 


m 


37 


32740 


44 


29 


23 


168.01 




37 


19541 


100 


26 


26 


178.01 


36*^ 


37 


22862 


88 


28 


24 


179 


36% 


37 


22109 


90 


34 


18 


136.02 


361 


37 


33355 


41 


29 


23 


175.01 


361 


37 


21557 


95 


25 


27 


166 


36% 


37 


23605 


85 


31 


21 


139 


30% 


38 


35766 


33 


36 


16 


176 


34% 


38 


18339 


107 


24 


28 
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CHART 4 



ORANGE 









ttEDIAN 




MEDIAN 




CENSUS 


PERCENT 




HOUSE 




1980 




TRACK INCREASE 


RANK 


INCOME 


RANK 


AGE 


RANK 




do** 


39 


40466 


19 


35 


17 


IDd.UI 


^1^ 


39 


28995 


63 


26 


26 


171 f\7 


^it 


39 


42500 


14 


33 


19 


1 P.? 

IDc 




40 


52728 


5 


36 


16 


1 79 
lie 


51 

dli 


41 


20172 


97 


33 


19 


117 ni 

11 /.Ul 


51^ 


41 


18852 


103 


25 


27 


in^ 

IUj 




42 


18795 


104 


48 


4 






43 


29916 


58 


21 


30 


107 m 

lU/ . Ul 


It o 


44 


70224 


1 


49 


3 


1 


1 ^ 
lc> 


45 


30812 


53 


48 


4 


174 


1?^ 


45 


21354 


96 


31 


21 


113 


11% 

1 1 o 


46 


27414 


72 


36 


16 


102 


11% 


46 


19182 


101 


35 


17 


108.02 


10^ 


47 


23097 


87 


41 


11 


138 


9% 


48 


41302 


17 


33 


19 


119.01 


9^ 


48 


18707 


105 


23 


29 


137 


8% 


49 


25749 


77 


29 


23 


107.02 


8% 


49 


31703 


51 


43 


9 


118 


7% 


50 


24559 


81 


32 


20 


129 


7^ 


50 


36592 


31 


48 


4 


130.02 


7^ 


50 


27646 


69 


27 


25 


158.02 


7^ 


50 


45995 


11 


41 


11 


112 


6% 


51 


37842 


26 


40 


12 


161 


U o 


51 


42012 


16 


49 


3 


1?7 m 




52 


30076 


57 


40 


12 




4i 


53 


28684 


65 


31 


21 






54 


31877 


50 


47 


5 






54 


14080 


112 


30 


22 


isfi ni 

IJO . Ul 




54 


55163 


4 


46 


6 


111 

111 


C « 


55 


40050 


20 


42 


10 


ICO 


c • 


55 


49427 


8 


45 


7 


144 


71 

c • 


55 


4000D 


21 


44 


8 


140 


c • 


55 


52468 


6 


35 


17 


160.02 


It 


56 


46250 


10 


47 


5 


130.01 


u • 


57 


m 


117 


20 


31 


117.02 


0^ 


57 


19898 


99 


25 


27 


121 




58 


26083 


75 


35 


17 


109 


'2% 


59 


17611 


109 


53 


2 


156.02 


-2% 


59 


68468 


2 


37 


15 


155.01 


-2% 


59 


44614 


12 


34 


18 


131 




60 


36973 


29 


34 


18 


108.01 


-3^ 


60 


26437 


73 


34 


18 


116 


-6^ 


61 


24245 


82 


28 


24 


101 


-n 


62 


9653 


116 


45 


7 


152.02 


-8% 


63 


32707 


45 


29 


23 


127.02 


-8t 


63 


19955 


98 


35 


17 


145 


-8% 


63 


27597 


70 


29 


23 


134.02 


-8*ii 


63 


35323 


35 


28 


24 


153 


-9^ 


64 


27755 


68 


38 


14 
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CHftRT 4 



ORANGE 









HEDIAN 




hEDIAN 




CENSUS 


PERCENT 




HOUSE 




1980 




TRACK 


INCREASE 


RANK 


INCOME 


RANK 


AGE 


RANK 


115 


-9% 


64 


15822 


111 


29 


23 


122 


-9^ 


64 


42105 


15 


30 


22 


160.01 


-10^ 


65 


29090 


62 


28 


24 


114 


-m 


66 


17021 


110 


37 


15 


143.01 


-12^ 


67 


32844 


43 


30 


22 


105 


-m 


67 


12006 


114 


32 


20 


157.01 


-12% 


67 


39417 


22 


45 


7 


142 




67 


35413 


34 


27 


25 


154.02 


-13% 


68 


23587 


86 


37 


15 


120 


-13% 


68 


34056 


39 


27 


25 


143.02 


-13% 


68 


25235 


78 


28 


24 


163.02 


-14% 


69 


29627 


59 


27 


25 


168.02 


-15% 


70 


26081 


76 


23 


29 


159.02 


-18% 


71 


18892 


102 


56 


1 


169.02 


-19% 


72 


32644 


46 


28 


24 


154.01 


-19% 


72 


23858 


83 


26 


26 


110 


-23% 


73 


17931 


108 


33 


19 


163.01 


-24% 


74 


30727 


55 


39 


13 


119.02 


-25% 


75 


21923 


92 


31 


21 


117 






30715.34 




32.70940 
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CO 



PART III 
STUDENT PROFILE 




Part I and II of the Hunt Club study dealt with course offerings 
and FTE production, and Hunt Club area demographics, respectively ♦ 
Part III develops the Hunt Club student profile. 

For Part 111, lAR Office looked at two representative terms, Fall 
Term of 1990-1991 and 1991-92. 

- Generally, the changes in racial/ethnic mix at Hunt Club (HC) in 
the two terms were minor. HC's racial/ethnic mix does not 
reflect the same pattern as Seminole Community College as a 
whole. See Tables 1 and 2. 

Within course type, vocational/technical had a higher percentage 
of females. 

Females account for 69% of the total HC enrollment, compared to 
54% for the entire college in Term 911 and 52% in Term 901. 

Hunt Club has had a higher percentage of white enrollment 
(86% at HC in Term 911 and 87% in Term 901 compared to 80% for 
all of sec.) Fewer blacks are represented with 3% at HC in both 
terms compared to 7% total SCC. 

- Though percentages changed between the two teras, consistently a 
larger percentage of HC college credit students enrolled in HC 
eveni; g classes while HC day classes attracted the higher 
percentages of HC adult/continuing ed and vocational/technical 
students. (See Table 3.) 

The percentages of all HC students enrolled in both HC day and 
evening classes remained about the same, with more than a fourth 
of the HC college credit students enrolled in both HC's day and 
evening classes. 

Around 50% of HC college credit students attended both main 
campus and HC, whereas the majority of HC adult/continuing ed and 
vocational/technical students attended Hunt Club exclusively. 

- Hunt Club students generated more FTE in both terms at the Hunt 
Club than at the main campus in all course types. See Table 4. 

In both terms studied, at least 28% of the HC college credit 
students were full-time SCC students, and the majority were in 
the "traditional" college age bracket of under 25. 

- Adult & continuing education and vocational/technical courses 
were taken primarily by students 40 and over. Tables 5 and 6 
show the percentage distribution of HC students relative to 
their total SCC enrollment and portion of HC FTE earned. 



Two full years, 1989-90 and 1990-91, were studied for HC students' 
residence by zip code. However, because of city/county 
overlap of some zip codes, 22% of the HC students' 
city/county of residence could not be determined in both years. 
Consequently these students are presented as a separate category. 
A Central Florida Zip Codes map from the Central Florida Phone 
Book, 1992 f is provided for reference. 

- The largest groups of HC students in all course types came from 
Seminole County. See Table 7 and 8. 

- In both years, in the college credit and college preparatory 
courses (type 1) , most students positively identified from 
Seminole County were under age 25. From Orange and Lake 
counties most HC college credit students were 25 or older. 

- Over 50% of the HC student population from both Orange and 
Seminole counties in both terms were enrolled in college credit 
and college preparatory courses. 

- Numbers of both HC adult & continuing education (type 3) and 
vocational/technical (type 4) students were overwhelmingly over 
age 25 from the major represented geographical areas. 

- In the case of both Orange and Seminole counties the majority of 
HC students came from the targeted br.gh growth zip codes 
surrounding Hunt Club. See Tables 9 and 10. 
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CENTRAL FLORIDA ZIP CODES 




m 





OAK 



13262 6 -r"^* 



2520- 



32506 



COM*xr 



32827 



^^4746 :i 



I 



34741 




32832 

ORA!^6e CO. 



32634 



•^34743^.^. 




OSCEOLA CO, 



34771 



34773 
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SUMMARY BY YEAR OF HC STUDENTS' RESIDENCE BY ZIP CODE TABLE 7 



YEAR 1989-90 (893,894,901.902) 









AGE 15-24 




AGE 25- 39 




AGE40&OVER 




COUNTY 


COURSETYPE 


M F 


TOTAL 


M F TOTAL 


M F TOTAL 


TOTAL 


LAKE COUNTY 




1 


2 


1 


3 


3 


7 


10 


2 5 


7 


20 






3 


0 


0 


0 


0 


2 


2 


0 0 


0 


2 






4 


0 


1 


1 


1 


3 


4 


3 2 


5 


10 




TOTAL LAKE COUNTY 




2 


2 


4 


4 


12 


16 


5 7 


12 




ORANGE COUNTY 




1 


40 


61 


101 


37 


81 


118 


6 37 


43 


262 






3 


8 


13 


21 


7 


26 


33 


11 23 


34 


88 






4 


3 


6 


9 


19 


47 


66 


19 55 


74 


149 




TOTAL ORANGE COUNTY 




51 


80 


131 


63 


154 


217 


36 115 


151 


499 


OSCEOLA COUNTY 




1 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 0 


0 


0 






3 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 2 


2 


2 






4 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 1 


1 


1 




TOTAL OSCEOLA COUNTY 




0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 3 


3 


3 


ocMINUUb COUNTY 




1 


270 314 


584 


91 


214 


305 


22 159 


181 


1070 






3 


35 


41 


76 


27 


80 


107 


47 139 


186 


369 






4 


4 


13 


17 


47 


112 


159 


68 199 


265 


441 




TOTAL SEKfiNOlf COUNTY 




309 368 


677 


165 406 ; 


m 


135 497 


632 


1880 


VOLUSIA COUNTY 




1 


0 


1 


1 


0 


1 


1 


0 0 


0 


2 






3 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 1 


1 


1 






4 


0 


0 


0 


1 


0 


1 


0 0 


0 


1 




TOTAL VOLUSiACOUNTY 










1 


vi .■ 


■ 2 


0 


1 


4 


UNIDENTIFED COUNTY 




1 


64 


99 


163 


62 


93 


155 


12 48 


60 


378 


(NOT CLEARLY DEFINED) 




3 


29 


16 


45 


13 


37 


50 


20 50 


70 


165 




4 


2 


6 


8 


17 


53 


70 


24 60 


84 


162 




TOTAL UNIDENTIFED COUNTXI;;: 


; 95 121 : 




.M: 




::;275 


:156,1$8.; 


214 


705 


GRAND TOTAL BY 
























COURSE TYPE: 




1 


376 476 


852 


193 


396 


589 


42 249 


291 


1732 






3 


72 


70 


142 


47 


145 


192 


78 215 


293 


627 






4 


9 


26 


35 


85 


215 


300 


112 317 


429 


764 


GRANDTOTAL FOR 1989- 


-90 




457 


572 


1029 


325 


756 


1081 


232 781 


1013 


3123 



Course Type: 

1 = College Cfedt and College Prep 
3= AcUVCortinung Educabon 
4= Vocational/Technical 

Source: STOyHC/COUNT Report 4 
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SUMMARY BY YEAR OF HC STUDEhfTS' RESIDENCE BY ZIP C006 TABl£ 8 



YEAR 1990-1991 (903.9W.91 1,91 2) 



COUNTY 


COURSETYPE 


AGE 15-24 
M F TOTAL 


AGE 25-39 
M F TOTAL 


AGE40&OVER 
M F TOTAL 


GRAND 1 
TOTAL 


LAKE COUNTY 




1 


1 


5 


6 


3 


7 


10 


0 


3 


3 


19 






3 


1 


1 


2 


0 


3 


3 


1 


1 


2 


7 






4 


0 


0 


0 


0 


5 


5 


0 


4 


4 


9 




TOTAL LAKE COUNTY 




2 


6 


8 


3 


15 


18 


1 


8 


9 




ORANGE COUNTY 




1 


35 


51 


86 


35 


77 


112 


8 


28 


36 


234 






3 


14 


10 


24 


11 


18 


29 


10 


27 


37 


89 






4 


1 


9 


10 


13 


50 


63 


9 


32 


41 


114 




TOTAL ORANGE COUNTY 




50 


70 


120 


59 


145 


204 


27 


87 


114 


437 


OSCEOLA COUNTY 




1 


1 


0 


1 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 






3 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 






4 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 




TOTAL OSCaXA COUNTS 




i 


0 


1 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 


SEM1N0L£ COUNTY 




1 


271 


352 


623 


105 


207 


312 


38 


163 


201 


1136 






3 


56 


67 


123 


69 


85 


154 


57 


139 


196 


473 






4 


5 


15 


20 


33 


105 


138 


69 


202 


271 


429 




TOTAL SEMINOIE COUNTY 




332: 


434 


7G6 


207 


397 


604 


164 


504 


668 


2038 


VOLUSIA COUNTY 




1 


0 


0 


0 


1 


0 


1 


0 


0 


0 


1 






3 


0 


2 


2 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


2 






4 


0 


1 


1 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


1 




TOTAL VOLUSlACOCWIYv 




p 








0 


1 


0 


0 


0 


4 


UNIDENTIFED COUNTY 




1 


84 


121 


205 


44 


105 


149 


10 


36 


46 


400 


(NOT CLEARLY DEFINEl^ 




3 


16 


27 


43 


28 


30 


68 


22 


37 


69 


160 




4 


1 


10 


11 


11 


30 


41 


30 


60 


90 


142 




TOTAL UN50ENTFEDCOUNJYi;:; 


m: 


mm 




83 




£248 


82 


133.;: 


.195 


; 702 


GRAND TOTAL BY 


























COURSE TYPE: 




1 


392 


529 


921 


188 


396 


584 


56 


230 


286 


1791 






3 


87 


107 


194 


108 


136 


244 


90 


204 


294 


731 






4 


7 


35 


42 


57 


190 


247 


108 


298 


406 


695 


GRAND TOTAL FOR 1990- 


-91 




486 


671 


1157 


353 


722 


1075 


254 


732 


986 


3217 



Course Type: 

1=CoiregeCre(StandColte9e Prep 
3= AdultA)(x«"nung Educa&n 
4= Vocational/rechrical 

Source: STD/HC/COUNT Report 4 
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